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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: the application and the IDS filed on 
01/19/01. 

2. Claims 1-38 are pending in the case. Claims 1, 20, 34-38 are independent 
claims. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

3. The information disclosure statement filed 1/19/01 fails to comply with 37 CFR 
1 .98(a)(1 ), which requires a list of all patents, publications, or other information 
submitted for consideration by the Office. It has been placed in the application file, but 
the information referred to therein has not been considered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Regarding claim 22, the phrase "implied features" within "the features of the feature set 
include at least one of paragraph style, straddled cells in a table, cross-referencing, pen 
styles in a drawing, other document formatting, document header specification, 
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document footer specifications, discontinuity indicator, order indicators, location 
indicators, beginning indicators, ending indicators, data types, data translation pairs, 
document macros, implied features, implied feature endings, and combination thereof 
is vague. Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fong et al. (US Pat No. 6,279,015 B1, 8/21/01, filed 12/23/97). 

Regarding independent claim 20, Fong discloses: 

- identifying a feature set of a source file (figures 5 and 7, and col 12, lines 14-42: 
in the DTD Map class, SGML tag begin and SGML tag end, which are the 
beginning indicator and the ending indicator, are considered as the features in 
the feature set of the SGML source document; transforming document format 
from SGML to HTML based on the tags and DTD inherently shows that the 
feature set in the source file, which includes the ending and beginning tags, is 
identified to be transformed) 
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Fong does not explicitly disclose writing the feature set into a target file in the target 
format. Instead, Fong discloses transforming a SGML document into a HTML 
document, which is a target file in the target format via mapping the document tags 
(figures 5, 6B, col 11, lines 23-43, col 2, lines 55-61, col 3, lines 13-53). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
was made to have modified Fong to include writing the feature set into a target file in the 
target format for the following reason. Transforming a SGML document 218 into a 
HTML document 216, which is a target file with the target format HTML, where the 
SGML tags, which are equivalent to the features of a source file, in the SGML source 
file are mapped and transformed into HTML tags of the target document suggests 
writing the feature set into a target file since the feature set of the SGML source file is 
included in the target file as corresponding HTML features after transforming the 
document into the target file. 

Regarding claim 21, which is dependent on claim 20, Fong discloses assembling the 
feature set in a buffer prior to effecting the writing step (figure 8A-1 : SGML tags 
including the beginning indicator and the ending indicator to be defined in buffer before 
mapping). 

Regarding claim 22, which is dependent on claim 20, Fong discloses that the features of 
the feature set include at least one of paragraph style, straddled cells in a table, cross- 
referencing, pen styles in a drawing, other document formatting, document header 
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specification, document footer specifications, discontinuity indicator, order indicators, 
location indicators, beginning indicators, ending indicators, data types, data translation 
pairs, document macros, implied features, implied feature endings, and combination 
thereof (figure 7: SGML begin tags and SGML end tags are the beginning indicators 
and the ending indicators). 

Regarding claim 23, which is dependent on claim 20, Fong discloses mapping code 
fragments of the source file to a feature list (figure 5: mapping the SGML document tags 
via parsing SGML document inherently shows mapping code fragments of the source 
file to a feature list since SGML tags during parsing are the fragments of the source file). 

Regarding claim 24, which is dependent on claim 20, Fong discloses looking up to the 
code fragments in the front-end lookup table (figure 5 and col 1 1 , lines 23-43, figure 
18A-2, 18A-3, 18B-2, 18B-3, 18C-3 and col 23, lines 27-67: "AssignAttribute 954 verifies 
that the source SGML Tag 1014 has an attribute by checking with the 
SGMLSymbolTable 884 ... verifies that the source SGML Tags 1018 have attribute by 
checking with the SGMLSymbolTable 884 the SGML Symbol Table is considered 
equivalent to the front-end lookup table since it is the tag table of the source file). 

Regarding claim 25, which is dependent on claim 20, Fong discloses permitting the 
front-end lookup table to be user modifiable (col 3, lines 60-64, figures 18A-2.18A-3: the 
fact that Fong allows a user to interactively select options to create a transformation rule 
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for the source component and the MapCreateEdit service suggest a modifiable front- 
end lookup table since the transformation rule for the source component including the 
SGMLSymbolTable can be created and edited via the MapCreateEdit service). 

Regarding claim 26, which is dependent on claim 20, Fong discloses mapping the 
feature set to code fragments of the target file format (figures 5, 6B: mapping SGML 
tags into HTML tags of the target HTML document). 

Regarding claim 27, which is dependent on claim 26, Fong discloses looking up the 
feature set in a back-end lookup up table (figure 5: mapping (208) SGML tags into 
HTML tags inherently shows looking up the corresponding HTML tags in the HTML 3.2 
symbol table, which is considered equivalent to a back-end lookup table since it is the 
table of the target file). 

Regarding claim 28, which is dependent on claim 20, Fong discloses writing the feature 
set into a plurality of target files having a plurality of target formats (col 1 , lines 22-35; 
col 2, lines 45-61: transforming documents from one structured information format to 
another structured information format where the structured information formats include 
markup language formats, database information formats, and ISO/IEC 9070 naming 
scheme, a UNIX file name scheme, and a DOS file name scheme shows that the 
source files as well the target files in transformation process having a plurality of 
formats). 
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Regarding claim 29, which is dependent on claim 20, Fong discloses identifying a 
feature set of a plurality of source files having a plurality of source formats (col 2, lines 
45-61 : transforming documents from one structured information format to another 
structured information format where the structured information formats include markup 
language formats, database information formats, and ISO/I EC 9070 naming scheme, a 
UNIX file name scheme, and a DOS file name scheme shows that the source files as 
well the target files in transformation process having a plurality of formats). 

Regarding claim 30, which is dependent on claim 20, Fong discloses identifying tokens 
disposed within the source file, and associating the tokens with the feature list (figure 
1C, col 8, lines 29-44: the text which is tokens such as "Hi Larry", "This is the most fun I 
have ever had"... within the SGML source file, the beginning indicators <t1>, <t2> and 
the ending indicators </t1>, </t2> in the SGML file show associating of the tokens with 
the feature list). 

Regarding claim 31 , which is dependent on claim 20, Fong discloses using a source file 
generator to initiate translation by the translator (figure 5, col 1 1 , lines 23-43: using the 
SGML source file to initiate the transformation by the transformer). 

Regarding claim 32, which is dependent on claim 32, Fong discloses the target file 
adapter module translates the target file into another target format (figure 5, col 1 1 , lines 
23-43: the target file is transformed into HTML format). 
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Regarding independent claim 34, Fong discloses: 

- providing a feature identifier to determine a feature set of the source file (figures 
5 and 7, and col 12, lines 14-42: in the DTD Map class, SGML tag begin and 
SGML tag end, which are the beginning indicator and the ending indicator, are 
the features in the feature set of the SGML document, which is the source file) 

Fong does not explicitly disclose providing a feature writer to write the feature set into a 

target file in the target format. 

Instead, Fong discloses transforming a SGML document into a HTML document, which 
is a target file in the target format via mapping the document tags (figures 5, 6B, col 1 1 , 
lines 23-43, col 2, lines 55-61, col 3, lines 13-53). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
was made to have modified Fong to include writing the feature set into a target file in the 
target format for the following reason. Transforming a SGML document 218 into a 
HTML document 216, which is a target file with the target format HTML, where the 
SGML tags, which are equivalent to the features of a source file, in the SGML source 
file are mapped and transformed into HTML tags of the target document suggests 
writing the feature set into a target file since the feature set of the source file is included 
in the target file as corresponding features after transforming the document into the 
target file. 

Independent claim 35 is for a system of method claim 34, and is rejected under the 
same rationale. 
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Independent claim 36 is for an article of manufacture of method claim 34, and is 
rejected under the same rationale. 

Independent claim 37 is for a computer readable program code of method claim 34, and 
is rejected under the same rationale. 

Regarding independent 38, the claim is directed to a translator to translate a source file 
in a MIF format to a target file in HTML format. 

Fong discloses a process for transforming a structure document from one format to 
another format where the structured information formats include markup language 
formats, database information formats, and ISO/IEC 9070 naming scheme, a UNIX file 
name scheme, and a DOS file name scheme, and a specific case where the format of 
the source file is SGML format and the format of the target file is HTML format (figure 5, 
col 2, lines 55-61 ). Fong does not disclose that the format of the source file in 
translating process is MIF format. 

It would have been obvious to an ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was 
made to have modified Fong to include transforming a source file from a MIF format to a 
target file in HTML format for the following reason. The transforming process is applied 
for a structured document to change from one format to another thus motivating to apply 
the MIF format to the source file since MIF is also a conventional structured file format. 
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Claims 1-12, 15-18 are for a translator of method claims 20-33, and are rejected under 
the same rationale. 

Regarding claims 13-14, Fong discloses the translator comprises a user interface where 
the user interface comprises a GUI (figures 5.12B-C: the transformer for transforming a 
file from SGML format to HTML format on a GUI). 

Regarding claim 19, which is dependent on claim 1, Fong discloses that the source and 
the target formats are selected from the group consisting of MIF, RTF, WordPerfect, 
VENTURA, Microsoft Word, Interleaf, HTML, SGML, XML, C, C++, Visual Basic, 
Pascal, Java, MFC, PowerPlant, Swing, SVG, HPJ, Flash, WMF, VRML, RenderMan, 
3DMF, and combination thereof (figure 5, 6B, 12B, 12C). 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Kuwahar (US Pat No. 6,202,072 B1 , 3/13/01 , filed 12/5/97). 
Surge etal. (US Pat No. 6,691,281 B1, 2/10/04, filed 6/15/99). 
Ballantyne et al. (US Pat No. 6,687,873 B1, 2/3/04, filed 3/9/00). 
Appleby (WO 99/08202, 2/18/99). 

Fong et al. (US Pat No. 6,678,867 B2, 1/13/04, filed 7/6/01 , priority 12/23/97). 
Cromarty et al. (US Pat No. 6,393,442 B1 , 5/21/02, filed 5/8/98). 



Application/Control Number: 09/766,335 



Page 1 1 



Art Unit: 2178 

Tamiar et al., Structured Web pages management for efficient data retrieval, Web 
Information Systems Engineering vol. 2, IEEE June 2000, pages 97-104. 
Hunter, Conversion of documents to and from SGML, IEEE 1 994, pages 1 -4. 
Ouahid et al., Converting Web pages into well-formed XML documents, 
Communications vol. 1, IEEE June 1999, pages 676-680. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cong-Lac Huynh whose telephone number is 703-305- 
0432. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri (8:30-6:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Heather Herndon can be reached on 703-308-5186. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). DriTZi // 



STEPHEN S. HONG 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 
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